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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This is a second office action in response to applicant's amendment filed, 05 
January 2005, of application filed, with the above serial number, on 12 July 2001 in 
which claims 3, 7, and 11 have been amended. Claims 1-12 are therefore pending in 
the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Austin (hereinafter "Austin", 6,763,395). 

Austin teaches the invention as claimed including extended URL protocol 
handling (see Abstract). 

As per Claims 1 and 5, Austin teaches a method of and computer readable 
medium encoded with software for providing an extension to a default set of resource 
functions in an enterprise application server, said application server having a default 
Universal Resource Locator (URL) stream handler factory class, said method 
comprising the steps of: 
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providing one or more extension URL providers, said extension URL providers 
each having a specified name, description, supported protocol and stream handler class 
name, and classpath (different attributes for URL protocol plug-in/extension) (at least 
col. 18, lines 6-20; col. 2, lines 12-27; col. 8, lines 25-55); 

binding a reference to one or more extension URL objects into a global 
namespace (at least col. 8, lines 39-55; col. 11, lines 42-47; delegating protocol scheme 
to plug-in); 

registering said extension providers to be used by an application program in a 
table of parameter sets having a protocol identifier and a stream handler class identifier 
(at least col. 9, lines 4-16; plug-in registered to handle protocol scheme); 

overriding said default URL stream handler to enable an extension URL stream 
handler (at least col. 8, lines 25-55; extend by installing protocol plug-ins and 
incorporated as default protocol scheme); and 

binding one or more extension URL objects into a namespace such that said 
registered extension URL providers and extension URL objects are available to and for 
use by an application program through a naming service (at least col. 1 1 , lines 1-19; eg. 
DSTP URL connecting to DataSocket server). 

Austin does not explicitly teach the use of an application server. However, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the use of Austin's client enabled extensions and plug-ins into an 
application server as this would offer an alternative and enhance Austin's system to 
have the server-side, such as the Data Socket server, handle the processing and 
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updating of protocols and plug-ins, thus allowing fewer systems to need to be up to date 
and be updated, allowing plug-ins and extensions more likelihood to be registered. 
Austin further teaches communicating with a server, such as an HTTP server and the 
server running applications and also the data socket server being a separate application 
running on the same machine as a data socket client (see col. 8, lines 25-38; col. 14 
line 57 - col. 15 line 21; col. 18, lines 6-20); as Applicant states in paragraph 6 of the 
specification that an application server incorporates an HTTP server and being referred 
to as a webserver. 

As per Claims 2, 6, and 10, as set forth in Claims 1, 5, and 9, respectively, further 
comprising the steps of: 

executing a computer instruction by an application program to lookup a resource 
object by a resource name via an application server naming service (at least col. 17, 
lines 37-43; client deriving name of the extension); and 

retrieving a bound and registered extension URL object according to said 
resource name (at least col. 17, lines 37-50; col. 14, lines 18-41; unique extension 
name used by client). 

As per Claim 3, 7, and 1 1 , as set forth in Claims 1 , 5, and 9, respectively, 
wherein said step of providing one or more extension URL providers includes specifying 
a classpath as a location of a jar file (at least col. 14, lines 7-12; col. 9, lines 41-47; col. 
5, lines 37-40; use of java for extension). 

As per Claim 4, 8, and 12, as set forth in Claims 1, 5, and 9, respectively, 
wherein said step of overriding said default URL stream handler is performed by 
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executing a Java function to set the application server's URL Stream Handler Factory to 
said extension URL stream handler (at least col. 5, lines 32-45; program implemented 
by Java objects). 

As per Claim 9, Austin teaches an extensible Universal Resource Locator (URL) 
resource system for an enterprise application server, said enterprise application server 
having a default set of resource functions in an enterprise application server and a 
default Universal Resource Locator (URL) stream handler factory class, said extensible 
URL resource system comprising: 

one or more extension URL providers, said extension URL providers each having 
a specified name, description, supported protocol and stream handler class name, and 
classpath (different attributes for URL protocol plug-in/extension) (at least. col. 18, lines 
6-20; col. 2, lines 12-27; col. 8, lines 25-55); 

a registry of said URL providers comprising a table having a parameter set for 
each URL provider, said parameter set comprising a protocol identifier and a stream 
handler class identifier (at least col. 9, lines 4-16; plug-in registered to handle protocol 
scheme); 

a default URL stream handler factory overrider adapted to replace said default 
URL stream handler factory with an extension stream handler factory (at least col. 8, 
lines 25-55; extend by installing protocol plug-ins and incorporated as default protocol 
scheme); and 

one or more bound references for of one or more URL objects into a namespace 
such that said registered URL providers and URL objects are available to an application 
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program via a naming service (at least col. 11, lines 1-19; DSTP URL connecting to 
DataSocket server). 

Austin does not explicitly teach the use of an application server. However, it 
would, have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the use of Austin's client enabled extensions and plug-ins into an 
application server as this would offer an alternative and enhance Austin's system to 
have the server-side, such as the Data Socket server, handle the processing and 
updating of protocols and plug-ins, thus allowing fewer systems to need to be up to date 
and be updated, allowing plug-ins and extensions more likelihood to be registered. 
Austin further teaches communicating with a server, such as an HTTP server and the 
server running applications and also the data socket server being a separate application 
running on the same machine as a data socket client (see col. 8, lines 25-38; col. 14 
line 57 - col. 15 line 21; col. 18, lines 6-20); as Applicant states in paragraph 6 of the 
specification that an application server incorporates an HTTP server and being referred 
to as a webserver. 



Application/Control Number: 09/902,694 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2157 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments, see pp. 12-15, filed 05 January 2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-12 under Austin have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Austin. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Newly cited Joseph in addition to previously cited Chen et al, 
Mehra et al, Haverstock et al, and Vance et al are cited for disclosing pertinent 
information related to the claimed invention. Applicants are requested to consider the 
prior art reference for relevant teachings when responding to this office action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory G. Todd whose telephone number is (571)272- 
401 1. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am-6:00pm w/ 
first Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 )272-4001. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the ; 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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